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INDICTMENT 




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


-v- : 

70 Cr 

RAYMOND MARQUEZ, a/k/a "Spanish Raymond", : 

ANTHONY ANGELET and 

PEDRO RIVERA, aA/a "Pete Russo", : 

Defendants. : 


x 


The Grand Jury charges: 

From on or about the 7th day of December, 
1969, up to and including the 11th day of December, 
1969, in the Southern District of New York, RAYMOND 
MARQUEZ, a/k/a "Spanish Raymond", ANTHONY ANGELET 
and PEDRO RIVERA, aA/a "Pete Russo", the defendants, 
unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly, and with intent 
to distribute the proceeds of an unlawful activity, 
to wit, gambling in violation of the laws of the Stato 
of New York, viz.. New York Penal Law Article 225, did 
cause one Juan Monserrate to travel in interstate and 
foreign commerce /between New York City and Puerto 
Rico/ and thereafter did cause said Juan Monserrate 
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INDICTMENT 


to distribute and attempt to distribute said pro 

(Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1952 and * 

SECOND COUNT 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

From on or about the 7th day of December, 
1969, up to and including the 11th day of December, 

1969, in the Southern District of New York, RAYMOND 
MARQUEZ, a/k/a "Spanish Raymond", ANTHONY ANGELET and 
PEDRO RIVERA, a A/a "Pete Russo", the defendants, 
unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly, and with intent 
to promote, manage, establish, carry on and facilitate 
the promotion, management, establishment and carrying 
on of an unlawful activity, to wit, extortion, in 
violation of the laws of the State of New York, viz.. 
New York Penal Law Article 155, did cause one Juan 
Monserratc to travel in interstate and foreign commerce 
between New York City and Puerto Rico and thereafter 
did promote, manage, establish, carry on and facilitate 
the promotion, management, establishment and carrying 
on of such unlawful activity. 

(Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1952 and 2. 


t 
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10a 


third count 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

1. Prom on or about the 7th day of December, 

1969, up to and including the 11th day of December, 1969, 
in the Southern District of Now York, and elsewhere, 

RAYMOND MARQUEZ, a/k/a "Spanish Raymond", ANTHONY ANGELET 
and PEDRO RIVERA, a/k/a "Pete Russo", the defendants, 
and Anibal Carrion, a/k/a "Big Al“, named herein as a 
co-conspirator and not a defendant, unlawfully, wilfully 
and knowingly did combine, conspire, confederate and 
agree together and with each other to commit offenses 
against the United States, to wit, to violate Title 18, 
United States Code, Section 1952. 

2. It was part of said conspiracy that the 
said defendants and co-conspirator, with intent to 
distribute the proceeds of an unlawful activity, to wit, 
gambling in violation of the laws of the State of New 
York, viz.. New York Penal Law Article 225, and with 
intent, further, to promote, manage, establish, carry 

on of an unlawful activity, to wit, extortion, in violation 
of the laws of the State of New York, viz.. New York penal 
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Law Article 155, would cause one Juan Monserrate to 
travel in interstate and foreign commerce between New 
York City and Puerto Rico, and thereafter would cause 
said Juan Monserrate to perform and attempt to perform 
the distribution of the proceeds of the unlawful 
activity of gambling and further would porfonn and 
attempt to perform the promotion, management, establish¬ 
ment and carrying on of the unlawful activity of 
extortion. 

OVERT ACTS 

In furtherance of said conspiracy and to 
effect the objects thereof, the following overt acts, 
among others, were committed in the Southern District 
of New York: 

1. On or about December 8, 1969, all of the 
defendants met at Charlie's Gogo restaurant on 8th 
Avenue, between 112 and 113 Streets, New York, New York. 

2. On or about December 11, 1969, the 
defendants RAYMOND MARQUEZ, a/k/a "Spanish Raymond" and 
ANTHONY ANGELET, and the co-conspirator Anibal carrion, 
aA/a "Big Al" met at the Caribe Florist shop on 8th 
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Avenue, between 112 and 113 Streets, New York, New 
York. 

(Title IQ, United States Code, Section 371.) 


FOREMAN WHITNEY NORTH SEYMOUR, JR. 

United States Attorney 
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JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 


JLiDG/'INT AMO COMMIT/.'T.NT (Rev. 12-66) 
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United. States of America 
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d9 Cr UTO 


Cr. Fown No. 25n 
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i On this • ■ day of 1.0 *"*(7.** came the attorney for the 

government and the defendant appeared in person and 1 f.« Mi 


. . It Is Adjudged that the defendant upon his plea of 3 

t# • J-wy 

*** \ . _ . _o_fV.S- 


net a vwfllert of callt7 


Ljma M K T w *• • " w - % 

priti'U <-•* * i-h iteAz* s*2o, <to«3tft-.?71) 




• •• v \ ■, as charged* J 

• and thie court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not 
* be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court, 

. b* *•tt? - .« * 

} . i It Is Adjudged that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted. 

•• 1 , v : 

• • ' • ^ Is Adjudged that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General o. 

' » his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of' 3 fO cmrt 2 

*_ | ,«•>••*| ma -ps (Yjm - fs-» ffT" Cl CT'tl 7 ill to fll.1 Of ttr* 99 to 
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-- It Is Ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United 
States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 

*; r . . ' • ■ , - ..HAUTO VXlSTTaZJ) ... 

'• '• •«. United States District Judge. 
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Clerk. 
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Deputy Clerk. 
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. V ‘ • UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

* ^ ! SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

* ■ ' 


5 » UlfttfeD STATES OF AMERICA 

1 

Lj * VS. 

|, RAYMOND MARQUEZ and 

• *) RAD AMES MAS, 

Lv* :•••■ 

!'' Defendants. 

i 9 ■ 


69 Cr. 420 
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11 i .^Before: 
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' " * 13. v -. • 

,. ■ *' i 


HON. WALTER R. MANSFIELD, 
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District Jtfdge. 
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New York, October 22, 1969, iV a ^ A>, 

1.00 p.m. . > M 
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\\ 1 7'' a; ROBERT M. MORGENTHAU, ESQ., \ 

L‘v A / V United States Attorney, 

[ v %; if"’ For the government, : V '*• 

v * s' bv Richard A. Givens, Esq., 

V 19 \s Assistant United States Attorney. -r< 

i . * * ^ 

1 . .• '*•. 4 »? 

‘ , .. ALBHW*KRIEGER, ESQ., At 

i.' ..5^ •*- , Attorney for Defendant Marques. 

' * ->/' - 1, • .ilMf * 

. . * 

- ;rob<rt kasanof, esq., v 4 

K m > Attorney for Defendant Mas., * • v 
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and Mr. Marques'* rights were represented by Mr 

t -. 

.Kasanof st that time. 


• *. f 


MR. GIVENS: Your Honor, I think,' atleacjt 

formally, there is still pending a motion based 
on alleged electronic surveillance. 

THE COURT: Yes, and I did have a ' j 

hearing on that. At least I heard Mr. Kasanof, 

• \ 

and for the reasons I stated in open court, that 

t« *4* . 

motion is denied. 

I do*not recall the precise date < 
but the minutes would show the date. At that 

i * 

time I explained what I proposed to do and I think 

there was some indication that you might want to 

* 

file additional briefs. . 

. r , I do not recall receiving additional 

* > * * . , 

V papers so I will deny the motion for the reasons 

* ‘i * 

4 

• stated in open court. 

■ ' MR.KRIEGER:. No papers were filed, 

I • ’ . • 

your Honor. • • a 

If your Honor please, I just would like 

j , * 

* . i 1 • 

.. the record to be clear that Mr. Kasanof appeared 
on that particular day sitting in for me, also. 






! Tti 


• ** 
' * {s’ 

V 

i ?% 

. r 


V 

♦ t- 


v. 


* •* 
1 


• " 2% *>• • • * • • ' ' • ’■? 

. . ?, ' .Kasanof at that time. 

j • • if your Honor please, at this time the 1 
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\ to Rule 29 of the Federal Rules of Criminal 
r . ' ■ t 

t Procedure for an order that the verdict of the jury 

be set aside and that the judgment of the Court be 

» 

entered on the grounds that the verdict of the jury 
was returned contrary to law and against the weight 
of the evidence. 

In the alternative, your Honor, if you 
deny that motion,'the defendant would ask for a new. 

t 7 / 

trial. 

• », 

THE COURTt I deny the motion for *- 

i 

\ the reason that after reviewing the evidence in the 
:V ; record in a light most favorable to the government, 

I find that the jury was' reasonably entitled to find 
. the defendant guilty on count 2 beyond a reasonable 

t - 

r * 

doubt. ‘ \ 

f \ .. ■'* * ’ • >il/: 

MR.KASANOF: If your Honor please, ; 

*■ 1 •' • 

*"'*:*.• • •. * 

I will make a similar motion for judgment of 
*» • ■ • . • 

> acquittal and a motion for a new trial on the same. 

grounds as to-the defendant Mas on each count of •*. 


That motion is denied for’ 


c 

* 


- f. •. 


• . * /« 


«’ . 


. V ’ 

21 • ’ 

i the indictment. 

1. • * /’ u- . 

r. . '^22 * . . • 

I *..* J ... , ' the COURT! 

t 5 r U ' . • ✓ • * • . - 

1 * 23 • ' < r - ■ » 

- the Qame reasons as to dll/ three counts in the case 

f f* -"24 r ~" '' ’•> 'j »•' 

.“*• • of the defendant Mas, ■' . 

,r , 

* '■ ' 1 — -- ---, the government * 


>' f.5 • ‘ ’ , - • MR. GiyjSNSi • Your Honor, 

Lrarwk •* V». •# . J 


. M 


» * >♦ 
'V 












M* ,* 

c * i 


“i, , . 
'• /• * • 


L'. 

'*• 4 s 


• J . -4 

has filed an affidavit with the Court and submitteicl 

a copy to counsel for each defendant concerning the 

facts that we deem are relevant in this instance. 1 

• v *' 

■*. Nevertheless, with your Honor's, 

* 4 

permission I would like to expand, your Honor, on 


■ *•'» 

■k . ■ 


*< l‘: 


that briefly. 

In this case the government submits 
that the defendant Marquez was definitely the boss 


or overlord of the huge gambling operation involvi/ig, 
according to the actual exhibits, more than $30,000 


i 12 

U • >:■ 

: 13 v 


per day. 


Actually we believe that the amount was 


14 much larger because those figures only concern the 

15 so-called day numbers in Brooklyn or Manhattan, and 

» f 1 \ » 

16 ..not the Yonkers or Roosevelt night numbers. 


- Also there were additional controllers 


i 17 


who were not in those figures, 


. So we would estimate that the actual 


> 21 . 
■ r 22 


Vrand total might be approximately $250,000 per day, 
although we can only prove the $80,000 from the 

i ( • . . • *. i 

" . ! • 

exhibits specifically. 

' Now we believe that there is no question 


| ' 24 that Marquez was the boss of this. 









I • 


i » 


2 

trial vc thin* this it el***. fWiwe* **>?* 

^ , him giving instructions. His fingerprints were 

4 . ( 

on one, apparently only one critical document, \ 

« * *> . • 

and that was a toll sheet concerning which there 

6 was a note signed by Firpo, your Honor, stating 

7 that there was a dispute as to the money to be 

8 paid, which was labeled "Attention Boss." 

9 In addition to that it is absolutely 

» i > * ' , 

’ 10 notorious in Harlem that this is Raymond Marquez’ 

1 11 operation, and has been for years. ■ Reliable - 

nl informants of the FBI have stated that he received 

his title to this property from so-called Anthony 
! W‘ Pastone Salerno, who was a member of the Cosa 

| 15 Nostra and the Genovese family, and we conclude 

1 that Mr . Marquez was acting on behalf of ;•?. * '•« 

‘ 17 organized crime in controlling this operation, 
r 18 We feel that there is no question that 

i 19 a large portion of these gross receipts were used 
20 to bribe the local police; without such bribery 

» i 

?21 the operation could not continue for even one 

• • . " ‘ 

i 22 day. . 

• . ' f v* • 

23 The gross profit is approximately 4^ 

V . if* 

|Z4 . per ^ent, as indicated by the cut card in which odds 

25 0 f 550 to 1 are paid on the bets where there is orie 

' .* , * • ‘ 

#u V .1 








This operation, according to reliable 


„> informants of the FBI, is continuing to this very 

r 

‘day, and absolutely no cooperation of any kind 
* * * ” w * 

or cessation of the activities has occurred, nor, 


have the defendants come forward in any way to 


make a clean breast to the authorities 


Therefore concerning Marquez, we would 

*• . 

Submit this is the most serious possible violation 


by way* of a conspiracy to commit illegal travel or 


aiding and abetting thereof, your Honor, for gambling] 


We submit that there could be no state 


of facts that we could imagine which could be. more 


Severe than this situation. 

. f ; . * ■ .. • w 

i' •; . ' i will stop if your Honor wishes to 

* \ • 

consider Marquez before taking up the other de- 


THE COURT: No. Whatever you>are 


going to say with respect to both, please say-’i^ 


MR. GIVENS: Now, Mr. Mas: 


»'• ' The government believes'that'the, ;•* v 

• •‘♦J 1 t . • '% .• V* , *« 

v *.< i*.-,* ;• * 

evidence shgws that he was the acting chief executive 








* L president of the company. •<>» ° £ ^ 

3 operation, and in his ho~ - hug. «»-nt of 

« gambling records were seized $ 12,800 was seized 
* from hi. car, and in an ordinary prosecution for 

6 violation of this statute, he would have been the 

7 sole defendant. 

' e He was the one who was so far out 

cutives of the gambling enterprise, 

9 front among the executive -.*% 

10 except for the fact that Marguer. who was the ^ . 

h 1 ‘ boss of Has is before your Honor, we would be . 

. __ the most serious 

12 '• arguing that Mas’ case s. 

13 that could possibly arise. ■ v 

14 The matter of deference is of great , , 

15 - importance here, your Honor, because the opera ^ 

16 is continuing. The others who are in are tak 

17 the position that the government can go fly » 

. tit., they are not going to stop doing this or 

not going to supply any i"^ tion ‘ 

, : M .They will he looting very much, « . - . 

* ■ • . M»s in deciding , 

11 . believe, to what happens.to Mr. 

«... safe to continue in this activity. ; 

M whether it is safe to 

.. f . el we think, that the . i 

u , U • . They would feel, we . . 

’ ..different, but that they. ei9»t ,, , 

case ofMaxque* is differen . 

!*\ .V , •> 1 ataiiw to Has if they continue-.*1 

*15,S receive sanctions elfiier 

- \ .fc!;*'-*---- - 








- t 


Now there is also an aura here'of t 


intimidation of witnesses. 


Your Honor saw 


' 4 Miss Wozlonis testify. She told the jurors that 
5 she had been told by Mr. Marcone that- she didn’t 

® have to talk to the PBI. 

\ 7 I think your Honor could find from her 

« 

* 8 demeanor that she was absolutely terrified and 
, 9 falsely testified that she had not seen Marquez 

10 and Mas together. * 

11 Of course we know from the evidence 

\ i: . . 

12 at the trial that they were together all the time, 

I V •- 

‘ 13 out of her company, and I see no reason to believe 

I • 

14 that they wouldn't have been together in her com- 

! / * • 

• I 5 • pany. . 

I 16 -- Mr. Marcone, your Honor could conclude, 

I • • 

‘,,'17 . was a bag man for Marquez, who had this money with 

r '» 4 

1 18 a note that said "Ray" secretly, and for reasons 

1 * 

! 19 •’ of course that he refused to tell. 

20 We believe that Mr. Mas was necessarily 

1 21 • fully aware of the manner in which this enterprise 

l* •***• . . . 

22 .must be carried on and would be acting chief 
*23 executive who must know of these bribes and in- 

»V • , 

‘24 [ timidation to the same degree as Marquez, y 

J. i • . i r • • 

4J..\ .. So in conclusion we'would submit that 

j; v •. „ . 


\ 4 U* * 

7 # • 


It . J * 




X. 






... .1 


(V / • 


.1 

>• »■ 


sj 


9 


r -:"--. 2 ’>’ ■ 

v ./ s ** • we would submit that Has' case was the most feerious 

* , 


> 5 


possible under this statute, and that Masaomes very 
, close to it. 

* '1 

Till: COURT: Mr. Marquez, is there 

any reason you know of why sentence should not 
be imposed by the Court at this time? 

MR. MARUUKZ: Mo, your honor. 

• ThL COURT: before sentence is imposed 

• . • * * • 

ia your case is there anytning you wish to say or 

• « * 

*** • . * 

> you wish counsel to say, or both of you wish to 

12 v 


•V . 

* 5 ' 

\ 6 

7 

.a 

‘ 8 
9 

, , • w 

. 10 


13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 
23 


vsay, with respect to sentences. 

. * * • 

• \ • ' 

(Defendant Majrquez confers with 
counseL) 

• t 

v MR .KKILG12R: Mr. Marquez prefers 

# . i 

that 1 speak on his behalf, if your honor please. 

If your Honor please, tnere are 
certain tilings which I am not going to dwell upon. 
Those are the matters contained in the probation 
report in so far as tney deal with the general 


i 


21 background of the defendant. 


22 

23 


I have had too much experience with 

• 9 

I * * 

the Probation Department here to feel that they 


r 


24 % have done anything else other than bring before the 


I !] k . * i- ^ Court a ^imperatively fair and accurate picture of 

• ( * t - T . • * _ * u . «*. . *» 


i 
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6 
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6 . 
I 9'' 

i io 
i ‘li 
12 •' 

13 

14 
15* 
16 * 
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• 0 * »* 
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i- 

| lr 
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1.24 


25 
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sj . 

J 1C 

1 this defendant's life up untilthe present tin. 

Of course, one cannot nelp L> - x ' Me 

bit uncertain aoout matters which may be afcaineH 

in the probation report wnicn are the result of 

reliable infrmants," et cetera, because there we 

just have hearsay pyramided upon hearsay and we 

have a situation developing which is somewhat akin 

to that whicn Mr. Givens lias described, which is 

Mr. Marquez before this Court to pay a penalty 
, • } 
for something which is basically predicated upon ; . 

an exaggerated reputation,totally unprovable, 

according to Wigmore or according to much looser 

standards. 

he is brought before this Court and 

, * 4 

Mr. Givens asks for the most severe penalty in 
the light of a statute which ascribes penalties 

I. 

for conduct considerably more serious than that 
having to do witn gambling. 

I do not think, your honor, that the 
maximum penalty to be imposed under that section 

deals with gambling or should be applied to gambling,, " 

’ . . i 

your nonor. . t 

• * , i 

* *• * 

•* ' 0 

■ Further than that, your Honor, I think * 

. . * f r 

that what is roost important at the time of sentence. ’ 

f / • 


A. 

1 




, i' 
•Ik./ 


I * 


r 


# 

• **+ . 


l 

l 









sj 11 

and 1 say tnis most respectfully, is the roan himself 


t- 

I 

2 

3 

.4 

4 

5 ' 

6 

7 

• « 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

• t 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 ‘ 

21 

» 

22 

to 

e 

U. 

15 

f 


Mr. Givens nas stated as facts before 
this Court many things wliicn the Court must accept 
as having been proved at a trial. I beg to remind 
your honor that these things which Mr. Givens has 
related to thia Court are items which it took a 
jury almost two wnolc days to decide upon, and I 
think it is fair to comment in the light of what 
Mr. Givens has said that the verdict was not more, 
nor less than a compromise verdict that there was 
an insoluble difference of opinion in that jury 
room, and they finally got tired and came out with 
a verdict. 

Your honor, Mr. Marquez is not a child. 
It is true tnat in the course of hi6 life he has 
had one or two or three brushes with the law — 
nothing of any true seriousness in so far as any 
conviction is concerned. 

he is a product of our slums, whether 
we like it or not. 

he has fought his way out of the 
sluas literally by tooth and nail. He-live* 

comparatively well.' He i6 devoted to his wife* 

He has seen to it that his son at least has the 








benefit of 


a college education. 


12 


A man who has sect, to that, your honor, 
cannot ho tne type of individual for Whom the 
maximum puniehnent under a section of law aucu 
aa this should be prescribed. 

J 

Your honor, many of tne things that 
Mr. Givens said I believe will we ignored by you in 
deciding what sentence you are to impose hero. 

If those half truths, rumors, hearsay allegations 
againstthe defendant, including that he is to be 
held today vicariously liable for what people he 
may be totally unfamiliar with are doing, are of 

any concern to the Court or considered as important 
tue Court. . , 

At this time I would like the opportunity 
of answering them. if tney are unimportant Oi not 
to be considered by the Court, I will just not 

address myself to them and so take u r your honor's 
• time at this moment. 

MR. GIVENS: Your honor, before I 

comment on that I think your honor should look at 
all the circumstances and not decide what weight, 
if any, to give to any separate points. If Hr, 
*ri*«er has information as to these, he should give 
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8 3 13 

• * 

it without the benefit of an advisory decision by ' 
your honor. 

TllK COURT: I am not going to get 

into extraneous information here. I sat 
through this trial and I believe I received enough 
information in the course of the trial out of the 
mouths of the witnesses and in the form of exhibit* 
for me to be able to appraise tne picture for 
purposes of sentence. 

1 also have before me a presentence 
report by tnc probation office which contain* certain 
information as to the personal background of the 
defendant Marquez. I intend to read, off certain 

portions of that to verify whether or net there are 

• » 

* . • 4 . j * 

any inaccuracies in that report. 

. •' ■ *.i 

* , 

According to the report Mayraond Marquez 

\ 

has the nickname Spanish Raymond, is 39 years old, 
.born in New York City, and is # high school 
graduate. 

Now the report shows that on December 3 
1944, he was charged with juvenile delinquency as 
4 habitual runaway and was placed on probation 
by the Manhattan Children's Court. 

9 

' . # * 

% « 

‘ The report shows that he was charged' 






1 


watn Aowicide on August 16, 1958, but that was 
dismissed by the Felony Court. 

On February 29, I960, the report shows 
that he received a suspended sentence. 

Marcn 30, 1960, he received a suspended 


8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 ' 

18 
19 
20 “ 

21 

22 

23 

* f 

24 

i 

25 


sentence from the gambling . court, Manhettan, 
for keeping a gambling premises in violation of 
Section 974 of the Penal Lav/. 

So far is there any inaccuracy in that 
report, to your knowledge? 

MR.KHIEGER: The last conviction to 

which your Honor addressed himself, the conviction 

under 974 of the renal Law - there was no conviction 
there. 

* - *' * 

TliL COURT: it says sentence suspended 

here. That was on February 29, i960. I’mean the 
offense was. And the sentence was March 30tli of 

1960, keeping a ftamblInn premises. Section 
974. 

MR.KRIEGER: The defendant denies that, 

your honor. 

THE COURt Hie next show* **t 

' •* i % 

there was a dismissal of some assault, bgiimry viola¬ 
tion, Administrative code cha***v. 






\ 


And then on August 28, 1863, the 
record shows that the defendant was convicted and 
sentenced in Special Sessions Court of Manhattan 
on a Charge of felonious assault, reduced to 
assault third to one year, execution suspended, 
probation, one of the conditions of which was to 

I 

make restitution. 

The charge was that ho struck one 

Hilda Craig, a barmaid, with his fist, and kicked 

her when she fell'to the floor. She was treated 

. sustained three fractured 
at Sydenham Hospital , 

ribs, confined to home for 26 days. 

Defendant made restitution of $682, 

, 5150 for medical and 5532 for complainants loss 
of wages. Probation terminated dune 14. 1964. • 

is that substantially accurate? 

I MR.KRIEGEK: lie was convicted of 

’ that assault, your Honor, and made restitution and 
° was subsequently civilly, by this same Hilda - 

1 whatever her last . a " d had * PBY “ “ 

i6 hundred dollars more. 

23 THU COURT: *es» that appears.; 


And then there are various charges which; 


* X will not review because they did not result in any ^ 






1 


conviction. 


There are some where there is a 


claim of dismissal here: 

• March 26, '65; 

February, 1966; 
September 29, 1966; 


Disposition not known. Defendant claims 


dismissal. 


MR. KRZEGER: That is correct. 

THE COURT: All right. Then on July"10, 

1967,sentenced to % 30 days to civil jail, $250 fine, 
contempt of court, Manhattan — that is the New 
York County Supreme Court, Part 30. 


MR.KRrWGETft That is 


Court, 


your Honor. That in effect was a civil contempt. 
Subsequently he was indicted on criminal contempt 
arising out of the same transaction. 

THE COURT: That is listed asSpending. 

Now according to these records, there 
is the background about the family, wife and son, 
is that right? 

MR.KRIEGER: Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: I think those are the , 

essential portions; The background information 

« s 

A* MMMtially personal in nature and I see no ne|^ 










to recite it in open court. That is as to his 
wife and family life, physical condition, religious 
interest, activities, residence. 

You live in Great Neck, Long Island, 
on a place known as Saddle Rock Estates, is that 
right? 

DEFENDANT MARQUEZ: Yes. 

' T11L COURT: All right. » » 

. \ 

Now with respect to the defendant Mas, j 

i 

1 am not going tp impose sentence until I hear 

•v 9 

his case because the two were tried toqether and 
they were rather closely tied toqether. 

| 

Mr. Mas, is there any reason youknow { 

. 

of why sentence should not be imposed in your case 

" t * 4 * 

at this tinie? ,* 

- ’ M 

DEFENDANT MAS: No, sir. J 

THE COURT: Now is there anything you 

wish to say in your own behalf or wish counsel to 
say, or both of you want to say, with respect to 
sentence oefore it is inposed. 

MR. KASANOF: The defendant indicates 

4 that he would like me to speak on his behalf. 

There are some matters which are 
* before, your Honor by virtue of Mr. Givens’ affidavit 
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v.hicn wo . !<: 1 *.• *u> ,.ddrc ;.j inyio' .. 

*•*« sent .in •»i ‘ »it .nin memorandum 
in wl;i :ji Mv. iven; rails toj maxi.:-• - .« ntcm.v 
r.nu —• 

* 

TiiT tOh'RY: Well, as i s^id to you, 

1 am not qnl*.', to get !nt.c issues with respect to 

other activities on otnor occasionr , if sucii 

activities eristcd. Jf 1 do that we will have 

another trijc hero that my qo on for weeks with 

respect to other matters. 

« 

^ have the affidavit.*, out to tne extent 

that it refers to matters that wt-re not the subject 

of b*oof in the court or which cannot be the subject 

of proof i/ofore we here now in some succinct, 

indisputable form, i aw not going to take those 
$ 

into account in imposing sentence. 

MR. KA!»At«'OF: 1 snali not advert to 

them. I snail just briefi* touch upon Mr. Givens* 

closing quotation, which at seeks to invoke, your 

« * * , . 

Honor, of some resolution passed by the local Federal 
Bar Association. 

1 am sure vour Honor is familiar with 

the results of the studv conducted under the 
# , 

toramitlee which Judge Lumbard shared, in which he 







1 


tako.i a v»rv different pot?it.ion. 


* Hi-; l nin familiar will* it. 


I think most iutiges arc. 


4 -lR KASAwOFt Ilo take:, a different 
position on sentence. 

4 'oiir Honor has from the testimony on 
this trjar a picture of the defendant Mas as a 
human being. Your Honor has undojutedlv confirmed 
in youi probation report the fact that, his father 

is in his c 19 . 1 t.ies. The man who wan in the house 

, * 

actually saw pictures, which dives you an idea of 

the home, of the infint child. Your Honor knows 
. • 

'.;hat his /background was, me service in the navy, 

\ 

his service in the army, an hororaole discharge, 

* , 1 / 

the if act tiiat ho served overseas briefly m combat, 
the fact that he came out and worked for the Natty 

• i . * 

• • * ’.* 

Department, that he received — and 1 have copies 
of it worked for the navy, gave ulood, was 


commended. 


• * r 

I am addressing mvself to Mas as a 


* ' • , *. ' t 

man, because whatever Mr. Givens may say, I think 
your Honor has one factor to consider, and that 

' . 9 I 

is the deterrence of others. ' .v 

• % * 

^ V” ■ ■ ♦ 

We no longer gi.ve human sacrificaF 
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si 20 

l.c are dealing with individuals. Wr nr talkino 

aoout Mas, * »r*non. 

1 jay to your I'or.cr v» all sincerity — 
I don't think your Honor wo..Id out if your Honor 
could have Mas floqqed, drawn, quartered and then, 
as the English Jid for 100 years, fifty years irom 
no*; people woull still be qimblinq. 

Of course, these laws must be enforced, 
but tne iuea, the implication that Draconian punish- 

m 

rnent l . ' ng to prevent human beings from gambling 

is a delusion, a delusion that started with the 
attempt ot the- Pomana to repress it, the English 
to repress il. 

Hut not talkinq about mother, father. 
Mas, the man who serveu his country, your Honor,- 
out talkinq about the offense, thir long-standing 
social pronlem will qo up in smoke if your Honor 
imposes a punishment which is not »u-:tified by the 
background of the human being who stands before 
you, not justified by the paitirul^r evidence you 
Heard isi court, but justified by some overall re- 

t •* 

quiremrnt of the times. * • 

■ 4 
•4 

1 simply ask your Honor to punish « 

* i 

him in the proper proportion, and I am sure your ( 

.1 ?: A 









21 


21 


ilonov wi.il. 


i'hcro is nothing elr* na:« to scy. 


Tf the-e i<> anything in the mpurS that, your llOrtOr 
feelr. we. might address ourselves to to be helpful, 

4 

I wouiu be glad to do so and give wiur Honor tile 
background, as far aa tnu criminal .onduct of th« 
man ii conre; nod, which indicates seme slight 
gambling Miolutions and notliing else. 

1 ask your Honor ra^t^-Mfc-metcY but 
a fair and -just, an appropriate sentenro, your 


Honor. 


Till: COUNT: I also have a report 


with respect to Radamos flan, and it concerns certain 
basic information which I will died* here with* you 


16 


now: 


That he resides at 4 Ldoo Hill Court, 


Woodcliff Lake, New Jersey. That is the same addro*» 
that figured in Inc Case? . 


Mil .HASAN* >F: Yen. 


THU COURT: 41 years of age, marriod, 

depends *•— that is, his wife and nin child. 


Mil. KASANOF: 


Yes. 


If your Honor pivasc. 











I 



Till; 'JOiliCT: 


3 

tosci.M»!!v oil that.. 

% 




on hi la. 


Mk.l'.ASA’nV*: 


22 

• *s, ? i !*• fii.o »» the 

Mr ; t. dependent 


6 

7 
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10 

11 

12 

13 
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Tdr. COURT: xrr, I rem^mlier th-^ tostinony 

on that ou:'i m<| the trial. £ remember whether 

there war my teatirmny abe t his boiiiM solely 
dependent, but he lived in the home. 

Now ho nas only one prior conviction. 

That is Ma/ 24, 195H, gambling, New York Criminal 
Court., fined £»2L. 

MU.KASANOF: Yes 

TIIL COURT: l have two gambling 

cases since then, one in ’f- r » anu one in *6U; both 
•were dismissed. The same court. * 4 

MR. KASANOF: Yes. 

• I 

T1IIJ COURT: Now as far as the personal 

information is concerned, there is background as to 
himself, wife, and family, bone, neighborhood. 


21 1 interests, health and military service, and I don't 

t ■% * * 

22 . think it is necessary for me to review, those. 

% 

# * 

23 . r MR .KASANOF: There is one other 

24 S'j matter: 


- V 


Going only to tne record ia this case, 







Sj 23 

•ddrunc iiu'i m; *.cl; to ‘.he t'V.i dr .-livens ascribed 

i a the defer. ’ant *’.v. .*nu;; .■»?«. .< a> ■ -n i.tetriai 

hoanivi aid guestioru* asie^i: 

ni«l "<>'i go t o i.l)o .‘iiul find tho 


name Man? 


Again unci again. not.h ti.o locaL poLice 


8 and l..K; F*iT.. olio were aide to give ill sores of 

9 other names a.ul testified that t.ioy sad no pre- 
existing record on Mas. 

11 . t thv.nl: ‘.hat somewhat undercuts — I 

12 think the evidence indicates undercuts ~ the masterful 
1^ importance which was asciibed, your honor, to the 

1* uefendnr.t Has. 

•< . • ’ d 

15 • - COUKT: Weil, I have given thxs 

• * ' * . 

M6 matter a lot of thought, since ti»* trial and I h^Ve 
: 11* 

17 reviewed in rrv wind the evidence as it. unfolded at 


the trial. 


This was nc email gambling operation. 


t° % Tfiis was a very substantial operation. It was 
• * * 

biq time. ' I haven't the si i ah test, doubt about 

|2 that, based upon the exhibits that, were introduced „ 

|3 in the case'. This was a very largely licit . 1 

|4 gambling operation# A , ' * V.. : V 

^•25 t The defendant Mas had in his •home extensive 



s.t , 


record:. ol only low days' L* as *. recall it. 
Ivhen ho wan am-st.ed there was tot >l.?,‘iOO in cash 


in hit; i:<u 


In the case or Maninoz ihertt was around 
$900o, as 7 recall, in the papei bag lit the front 
scat. 

This type of operation cannot be treated 
as a mere street corner small-time numbers game. 

This is bin gambling, illicit iambling, the very 
type ot gambling that tends to corrupt and breed 
other typer, of illegal activities. 

£ think that the background of the 
defendant. Marquez indicatec that he has engaged in 
a lot of antisocial activity in the past, and even 
"faking ail due allowances for hi 3 upbringing, as •• 

• ’ • V 

his counsel has indicated, 1 do not think that thp 
case calls for any leniency. 

do the defendant Marquez will please 
rise and 1 will impose sentence at this tine. 

... (Defendant Marquez rose.) 


THL COUNT: 


In the case of the 


defendant Marquez, the sentence of the Court is 
that it is adjudged that he is to he committed 


"V , . ' a . 

. ter tt*custody of the Attorney General or his authorized 


V 





represent -»ti\n lor imprisonment. pu> runt nr to his 
conviction on count 2 of the inoictr’ent. for a term 
ol five yi’i*rn, and that \m bo fined ui addition 
the sum ot >1»,000, and that ho bo required to pay 
tho coat of the prosecution in tnis case aqainst 
him. 

In the case of Mas, the defendant 
Mas, tho ludqroer.t of the Court is that, the defendant 

0 

Mas is committed to the custody ot the Attorney 
Gcneraj. or his duly authorized representative 
pursuant to his conviction on counts ) , 2 anu 3 
ot the mihctrm.-nt for a period of three years on 
each count, to run concurrently, and that he be 
fincu the sum of $‘.>000. 

That is the luoqnont ot the Couffc. 

4 

MR. KRIRCKR: •'■’ill v**ur honor ehtertain 

an application for bail pending anpoal? I have 
a notice of appeal in the courtroom and will file 
it immediately upon leavinq court. 

MR.ClV1THF>: Vour Honor, way I t>e heard 


on that? 


. 

In the first place, I would take the , . 


5 

I 

same position for the record that I did earlier, | 
|4gyngr' «wvia«i« the danqer to society should 
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6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


be: corx'.iivsrc ». this i- * co-r .,»«in<i on-rntion, 

lIov.’cj'/o ,r , in r. .• il rernacive , ?»•* icir-atlng tnat- 
yo..r Mono ma/ ueny that., ar voi-r honor did «t the 
tlI „e of tnc* verdict, I. would like to request in 

the alternative that bail pending appeal be con- 

% 

ditioned on, Lirst, the ucokctinq ot the record 

. . * 

in this case within ten days and, secondly, the 
filing or the defendants' brief without 40 day3 there 

i * 

alter. 

How tfic ruler, of the Court of Appeal^ _ 

% 

normally permit 40 days before the record i«T 
docketed. However, in tnis case, dailv c&Y of 
the minutes was ordered; so -hose arc al/d**' 
preoaied, and it should be dene imnedi atel/ * c I 
day, for that matter, ond since the public* *#> * 

the government's viev/, severely prejudiced by the 
continuance of these men on bail, 1 think it is a 

I 

reasonable requirement that they anticipate the 
normal length of time that would Ni required to 
transcribe the minutes by the court roster. 

MR.KKlLGURt If vour Honor please, as 
far as the transcript it concerned, I represent to 
this Court that we have boon pursuing the court 

xtff> tor th* I of Lia—rrlpt whidr 
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11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 

.20 

21 

22 

i 

» 23 

24 


were not ordered on a dnil* basis, since the day 
of tin.- rot urn of the jurj •■eidict.. and we still do 
not ha<'o the complete transcript. 

r»o so far as M-. Givens’ remarks are 
concernetl, they are no*, based upon a state of 
fact3 which actually exists. 

Secondly, I ha/e represented Mr. 

Marquez for a coot: ten years now. Mr. Marquez 
wants me to handle this appeal. Your Honor knows 
that I have a trial commitment before you beginning 
in November. I remind your donor that 1 am 
presently committed to two other trials here prior 
to my engagement before you. 

To impose, your Honor, this kind of 
time schedule upon the defendant Marquez would 
deprive him of counsel of hia choice because I could 
not possibly do as Mr. Givens requires. 

We will conform to the rule of the court, 
your Honor. We will file a notice of appeal today. 
Within 40 days wo will docker the record and within 
30 days after that we must file a brief. That is 
a short enough time, your Honor. 1 . 

TH11 COURT: I don’t think that I 


>...*• 

; 25 . . can decide this issue; Mr. Givens, on the basis of *' 

% 







sj 


2 a 


preventive Hetp’jtioii, whii:ti i; v.Jv t v, tr are si- iuestinn. 
It seem?: to me* even if the del t.-r.dant •« «r«» r.nrcatc 
we will have t think oi bail m tef s of whether 

or not it will insure the avni '• ahi 1 t of the 


defendants jt the time 
an affirmance. 


asiiuirunq there is 


ilowevei , T rlo think Lh« t one condition 
can be tnit tic appeal be diligently prosecuted. 

M'?.\:<Ii:oF.h: i'ms, you* honor. 


TiiL COURT 


I don' t. see why you could 


not within GO days, 20 davs for you- docketinq and 
another ’.0 for '-our filinq of your Lriefr. — what 


is the* present -• 


Mn.KRTl C.IiU: 


70 day r-, y-Mir Honor. 


40 days Lror the date of the filinq O'. ioti**e of 
17 appeal and docketing the record, and 30 days there- 
after to file the briefs. 

19- tiil: COUP**: Well, I will condition 

> • 

* 2° it on 20 days for the filinq or docket in<j, and the 

t « 

^ usual 40 days for the filinq of thebriefs. 

22 *. MR. KRIKGFR: It is just the reverse, 

# t • * 

23 your/Honor. It is 40 days to docket the appeal, to 

' 24 docket the record, and 30 days thereafter to file 

• • 

.. 25 the-briefs ?. That is a total of 70 days from 


• '*■ ■ 


«T 
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ORDER 


UNXKD STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


UHXTED STARS Of AMERICA, 
-against - 


RAYMOND MARQUEZ, 


69 cr. 420 


Defendant. 


MANSFIELD, Circuit Judgei 

Defendant's motion to correct our judgment 
dated October 22, 1969, ie denied. Re court's intent 
to impose a committed fine is confirmed by the provieions 
°* judgment itself, in addition we directed that 
he pay the cost of prosecution against him in the . « a e. 

It is so ordered. 


Walter n. Mansfield, u.S.C j. 


Datedi May 17, 1974 




;! NOTICE OF APPEAL 


|j UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
i SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


I' UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
jl 
I 

[' -against- NOTICE OF APPEAL 

ti 

!' RAYMOND MARQUEZ *>9 Cr . 420 

uwi <(><***> m. 


ij Notice is hereby given that RAYMOND MARQUEZ, r n- 

ji def endan t-appel lan t, above-named, hereby appeals to the Unite i 
<< States District Court for the Second Circuit, from the order 

ii 

May 17, 1974 (Mansfield, J.) denying defendant's motion pursuant 
I to Rule 36 for correction of his sentence. 


New York, N. Y. _ 

May 28, 1974 J. JEFFREY WEISEN F' D~ 

GOLDBERGER, FELDMAN f. BRF.iTBA* 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Appellant, RAYMOND MM- ' 
401 Broadway ^utte •* 

New York, N. Y. 100 

Hon. Paul Curran 
United States Attorney 

for the Southern District of New York 
United States Courthouse 
Foley Square 

New,York, N.Y. 10007 
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